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REMARKS 

The foregoing amendments amends claim 1 , cancels claims 5 and 8-64 and adds claims 
65-108. Pending in the application are claims 1-7 and 65-108, of which claims 1 and 99 are 
independent. The following comments address all stated grounds for rejection and place the 
presently pending claims, as identified above, in condition for allowance. 

Claim 1 is amended to include the patentable subject matter of canceled claim 5. 

New claims 65-98 are added to capture the subject matter of canceled claims 8-64, 
rewritten in dependent form to depend from claim 1 . 

New independent claim 99 corresponds to the dependent claim 7, rewritten in 
independent form, and also includes the subject matter of canceled claims 55 and 56. Dependent 
claims 100-108 correspond to the at least some of the subject matter of claims 2-7 and canceled 
claims 8-64. No new matter is added. 

Amendment and/or cancellation of the claims is not to be construed as an acquiescence to 
any of the objections/rejections set forth in the instant Office Action, and were done solely to 
expedite prosecution of the application. Applicants reserve the right to pursue the claims as 
originally filed, or similar claims, in this or one or more subsequent patent applications. 

Specification 

Applicants include herewith a substitute specification with lines double spaced, as 
requested by the Examiner. 

Claim rejections under 35 USC $ 102 

Applicants thank the Examiner for the close review of the claims and for indicating the 
claims 4-6 recite patentable subject matter. In the Office Action, the Examiner rejects claims 1- 
3 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Glover (U.S. Patent Number 4,659,677). The 
Examiner rejects claims 1-2 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Feygin (U.S. Patent 
Number 5,957,167). The amendment to claim 1 to include the patentable subject matter of claim 
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5 traverses the rejection of claims 1-3 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). As recognized by the Examiner, 
the cited references, alone or in combination, do not teach or suggest a two-pin liquid sample 
dispensing system including a sensor for measuring the physical properties of a liquid sample 
held between a first tip and a second tip. Therefore, claim 1, and claims 2-4, 6-7 and 65-98, 
which depend from claim 1, are in immediate condition for allowance. 

Claim rejections under 35 USC § 103 

Regarding the rejection of claim 7 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) for being unpatentable over 
the Feygin reference or the Glover reference as applied to claim 1 and further in view of the 
Garyantes reference (U.S. Patent Number 6,565,813) or the Pikarsky reference (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,455,352), the amendment to independent claim 1, from which claim 7 depends, 
overcomes the rejection. 

Applicants respectfully submit that, even in combination, the cited references fail to 
disclose a two-pin liquid dispensing system having relatively movable tips formed from a silicon 
wafer. Furthermore, the Examiner has not pointed to a specific motivation, teaching or 
suggestion to modify the teachings of either the Feygin reference or the Glover reference using 
the teachings of the Pikarsky reference and/or the Garyantes reference. Therefore, the Examiner 
has not met the burden of proof for establishing a prima facie case of obviousness. Applicants 
submit that motivation to combine the references is lacking, and that the references in fact teach 
away from the combination made by the Examiner in determining that the subject matter of 
claim 7 is obvious. 

There is no teaching or suggestion in either the Feygin reference or the Glover reference 
that it would be possible to microfabricate the systems described therein from a silicon wafer. In 
fact, the references teach away from using a silicon substrate and a microfabrication technique to 
form the dispensing systems. For example, it would be difficult, if not impossible, to 
microfabricate the hollow containers Ci and C2 described in Glover from a silicon wafer. The 
Feygin reference also fails to teach or suggest that the fluid dispensing member described therein 
can be formed of a silicon material from a microfabrication technique. 
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The Pikarsky reference is directed to a pin array assembly including a single crystal 
silicon wafer that defines a base and an array of pins having flat tips. The pins in the Pikarsky 
reference are not, and cannot be made, movable relative to each other. Rather, each pin is 
rigidly attached to the base. Furthermore, the pins in Pikarsky have a different function from the 
claimed pins and the dispensers described in Feygin and Glover, because each pin in Pikarsky 
holds a sample on the end of a single pin tip, while the claimed pins hold a sample between two 
cooperating tips. Therefore, the teachings of the Pikarsky reference are not readily combinable 
with the teachings of the Feygin reference and/or the Glover reference. 

The Garyantes reference also describes a rigid array of pins formed on a plate for 
transferring a liquid sample. The Garyantes reference does not teach or suggest that the pins can 
be movable relative to each other. The teachings of Garyantes are also not readily combinable 
with the teachings of the Feygin reference and the Glover reference because the pins in 
Garyantes have an entirely different function and configuration from the dispensers in Feygin 
and Glover. 

None of the references, alone or in combination, teaches or suggests micro fabricated 
silicon pins that can be made movable relative to each other. 

New Claims 

New claims 8-64 depend from allowable independent claim 1 and are also allowable. 

New independent claim 99 is directed to a two-pin liquid sample dispensing system 
having a holder, a first pin and a movable second pin microfabricated from a silicon wafer, a 
feature that is not taught or suggested in the cited references. As described above, with respect 
to claim 7, the cited references do not teach or suggest a liquid sample dispensing system that is 
microfabricated from a silicon wafer and includes two cooperating microfabricated silicon pins 
for holding a liquid sample therebetween. Therefore, claims 99-108 are also patentable over the 
cited references. 



11 



Application No.: 10/027,171 



Docket No. TGZ-002 



CONCLUSION 



In view of the above amendment, applicants believe the pending application is in 
condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested to pass this 
application to issue. If the above response is not deemed to place this case in condition for 
allowance, the Examiner is urged to call the Applicants' representative at the telephone number 
listed below. 

Applicants believe no fee is due with this statement. However, if a fee is due, please 
charge our Deposit Account No. 12-0080, under Order No. TGZ-007 from which the 
undersigned is authorized to draw. 

Dated: November 24, 2004 Respectfully submitted, 
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